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THE TEXT YOU ARE VIEWNG | S A COVPUTER- GENERATED OR RETYPED VERSI ON OF A
PAPER PHOTOCOPY OF THE ORI G NAL. ALTHOUGH CONSI DERABLE EFFORT HAS BEEN
EXPENDED TO QUALI TY ASSURE THE CONVERSI ON, |IT MAY CONTAI N TYPOGRAPHI CAL
ERRORS. TO OBTAIN A LEGAL COPY OF THE ORI G NAL DOCUMENT, AS IT
CURRENTLY EXI STS, THE READER SHOULD CONTACT THE OFFI CE THAT ORI G NATED
THE CORRESPONDENCE OR PROVI DED THE RESPONSE.

UNI TED STATES ENVI RONMVENTAL PROTECTI ON AGENCY
REG ON |V
345 COURTLAND STREET
ATLANTA, GEORG A 30365

4APT- AP/ | ms
JUN 18 1986

M. J. Preston Canpbell, P.E.

Envi ronnent al Engi neer

Bureau of Air Quality Control

Sout h Carolina Departnent O Health
and Envi ronmental Control

2600 Bull Street

Col unbi a, South Carolina 29201

Dear M. Canpbell:

This is in response to your June 9 letter to Roger Pfaff concerning
exenption of dinmethyl acetam de (DMAC) fromregul ati on under Prevention of
Significant Deterioration (PSD) review.

EPA' s policy on exclusion of organic conpounds fromregul ati ons under PSD
was forwarded to your agency in a July 31, 1981, letter from Thomas W
Devine. The letter can be found at Section 2.18 of the Region |V New Source
Revi ew PSD/ Nonatt ai nment Policy Reference Guide. The policy is that el even
organi ¢ conpounds may be excluded. DMAC is not one of those conpounds, and
therefore can not be excluded fromreview

The North Carolina and California regulations referenced in your letter are
not PSD regul ations. Further, the North Carolina PSD regul ation (15 NCAC
.0530) contains a list of nine organic conmpounds not regul ated under PSD,
and DMAC is not one of those listed.

I hope this letter fully responds to your requests. |f you need further
clarification, please contact M. Pfaff.

Si ncerely yours,

Bruce P. Mller

Acting Chief

Air Programs Branch

Air, Pesticides, and Toxics
Managerent Di vi si on



